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Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 

Application No.: 09/785,464 First Named Applicant: Yoshihara 

Examiner: A.Williams Art Unit: 2826 

Status of the Application: pending final Office Action 

Issues to be Discussed: 

(1 ) Claims 1,2,4, 5, and 29 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) 
as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,255,741 (Yoshihara). 
Since this patent qualifies as prior art under §1 02(e), applicant 
asserted that the present application and Yoshihara were under 
obligation to be assigned to same entity. Why was this not 
sufficient to overcome this rejection? 

(2) Claims 1 , 2, 4, 5 and 29 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Japanese Patent No. 2000-31349, a 
Japanese equivalent of Yoshihara. Applicant does not believe that 
this reference constitutes prior art. Please advise under what 
section of §102 this document constitutes prior art. 

(3) Claims 1 , 2, 4, 5 and 29 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,824.177 (Yoshihara) or 
an equivalent, Japanese Patent No. 9-27466. In citing this 
reference, the Examiner asserts Yoshihara discloses that the 
adhesive sheet 2 has a specific region having an adhesion 
characteristics less than the vicinal region surrounding the specific 
region. Applicant requests that the Examiner explicitly identify this 
teaching in the reference. 

(4) Please clarify concerns regarding Applicant's duty to disclose. 
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